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MAROCHETTI, E.F. Translated by Kenneth Hurry — The
Reliefs of the Chapel of Nebhepetra Mentuhotep at
Gebelein. (Culture and History of the Ancient Near East,
39). Brill Academic Publishers, Leiden, 2010. (29,5 cm,
XIV, 154, LVII plates). ISBN 978-90-04-17964-6. ISSN
1566-2055. € 146,-.

Italian Egyptologist Ernesto Schiaparelli might be famous
for his archaeological endeavors at the end of the 19"-early
20" century, few of his excavations resulted in proper publi-
cations. Large numbers of reliefs, statues, artefacts, etc. fol-
lowed him to the Museo Egizio in Turin. Several years ago
a research project was launched to reorganize and correlate
items in the museum’s collection originating from his infa-
mous expeditions. The publication under review comprises
just one such undertaking.") Reliefs from the temple of Neb-
hepetra Mentuhotep (11" dynasty, 2064-2013 B.C.) are pre-
sented as the General Catalogue of the Turin Museum.

Apart from 270 limestone relief fragments collected by
Schiaparelli in 1910 (working on behalf of the Regio Museo
di Antichita Egizie), the study also includes 10 blocks housed
in the Egyptian Museum in Cairo — seven of which hitherto

) This study was originally conducted as a Doctoral thesis: Fiore
Marochetti, E., (1998) La Capella di Nebhepetra Mentuhotep a Gebelein.
PhD thesis, Universita di Roma La Sapienza. Unpublished. Aspects of this
study were previously published as: Fiore Marochetti, E. (2005), ‘The
Temple of Nebhepetra Mentuhotep at Gebelein. Preliminary Report’, in L.
Pantalacci and C. Berger-el-Naggar (eds.) Des Néferkaré aux Montouhotep
[etc.], 145-163. Lyon: Maison de I’Orient.
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unpublished. The latter were found reused in Ptolemaic
houses at Gebelein by Eugéne Grébaut at the end of the 19™
century.

Although “in essence a catalogue” and therefore “neces-
sarily limited” (p. vii), the publication certainly offers more
than that. Relief fragments are not just reconstructed (as far
as possible) to their original architectural setting. Moreover,
Gebelein and the significance of its temple are considered
within the framework of this politically enervating period.
The publication therefore not only presents a valuable refer-
ence to the Egyptian antiquities housed in Turin’s Egyptian
Museum. It also presents a valuable addition to literature on
Egyptian temple decoration and development?), royal ico-
nography, kingship and the course of events on the verge of
the Middle Kingdom.

The publication is divided into 5 chapters and contains 32
black-and-white figures. In Chapter I (introduction) the
reader becomes acquainted with the site of Gebelein (Arabic:
“two mountains”). A history of its archaeological investiga-
tion is briefly outlined, starting with Grébaut and Georges
Daressy in 1891-2 (Service des Antiquités), followed by
Percy Newberry in 1893 (Egypt Exploration Fund). Schia-
parelli followed in 1910, 1911, 1914 and 1920 (Missione
Archeologica Italiana) and his work was later continued by
Giulio Farina (1930, 1935, 1937). The introduction proceeds
with a discussion on the site’s toponomy (Jnrty, Jrw and
Pr-hwt-hr refer strictly to the locality of Gebelein) and a
thorough account of historical events at Gebelein during the
First Intermediate Period (FIP). Chapter II is devoted to dat-
ing the temple, while chapter III is concerned with the pan-
theon of Mentuhotep and the cult of Hathor “Lady of Den-
dereh”, in Gebelein known as “Lady of the Place” (Jnrty).
The greater part of this publication is reserved for the cata-
logue: Chapter V.

The chapters are preceded by a preface (p. vii), List of
Figures (p. ix) and a List of Plates (xi-xiv) and concluded by
a Bibliography (pp. 143-154) and Plates section (I-LVII).
Footnotes are used for references.

The binding of this hard-covered publication is of high
quality; its paper is slightly transparent. Plates are printed on
distinct “glossy” paper, definitely to the benefit of the pho-
tographs.

1. Introduction (pp. 1-15)

Gebelein’s toponym Pr-hwt-hr is attested for the first time
during the reign of Sesostris I (Papyrus Reisner II) and evi-
dently refers to the temple. No textual or material evidence
hints at a local Hathor cult prior to the FIP. In Greek, on the
other hand, Aphroditopolis still connects the site to Hathor.

Pages 9-15 present a concise account of Gebelein through-
out the FIP, with a particular focus on Nebhepetra Mentuho-
tep’s interest and interference with the city and its surround-
ings. Gebelein and its temple of Hathor are firmly positioned
within the setting this most turbulent, though still rather
poorly understood period of pharaonic history, underscoring
the importance of this temple — and its publication.

%) For another recent addition to the subject of early temple develop-
ment in Egypt, including the FIP, see: Bussmann, R., (2010) Die Provinz-
tempel Agyptens von der 0. bis zur 11. Dynastie. Archdologie und
Geschichte einer gesellschaftlichen Institution zwischen Residenz und
Provinz. Boston, Leiden: Brill Academic Publishers. See supra for the book
review by Stan Hendrickx.

At the time, Gebelein (28 km. south of Thebes) was
(denominative denominatively) administered by the 4™ Upper
Egyptian nome of Thebes, but fell within in the sphere of
influence of the 3™ nome of Hierakonpolis. From the tomb of
that nome’s ‘great chief [etc.]” Ankhtify, we know that it was
independent, controlling the southernmost region of the coun-
try. And Ankhtify proclaimed loyalty to the Herakleopolitan
king. Such political sensitivities add to the importance of the
temple and its associated iconography, described in more
detail in chapters III and V. Marochetti continues with briefly
introducing the ‘Theban house’ and sums up some of those
rulers’ accomplishments that culminated in the (re)unification
in year 30 / 39 (?) of Mentuhotep, Horus Zms-t3wy. The pub-
lication of Gebelein’s temple contributes to filling in some
lacunae in our understanding of historical events?) that effected
this unification. Temple decoration in Gebelein portrays Men-
tuhotep as the de facto re-unifier. However, the proposed early
dating for this temple (Chapter II) would attribute these scenes
with an anticipated ideal. Scenes such as smiting of the ene-
mies and processions of the provinces then might constitute
traditional ingredients rather than sheer historical facts. Maro-
chetti even speculates that the reunification under Nebhepetra
Mentuhotep “may still be considered as a theoretical date”
(p- 13). The author does not propose a possible revision for the
date of re-unification. An moderation of the strict coherence
of (changing) titles with this king’s accomplishments is sug-
gested instead (see below).

I1. Dating the chapel (pp. 17-22)

Based on style of iconography and use of the king’s “sec-
ond titulary”#), this temple could be dated to the first part
of Nebhepetra Mentuhotep’s reign. The second titulary was
employed between regnal years 14 and 31 and coincides
with the final campaigns against the Herakleopolitans of
Dynasty 10. Wearing the crown of Lower Egypt (c.f. Cairo
J.E. T.R. 1/11/17/8, discussion p. 73) ought to be associated
only with his third titulary: i.e. as king of a re-unified coun-
try. Marochetti concludes that the relationship between “the
appearance of a complete titulary [...] and the reunification
of the country is not after all a direct one” (p. 17).

One of the Nebty’s names and, perchance, the Golden
Horus name are attested in Gebelein for the first time (p. 21).
Noteworthy is that the attribution of name and title inter-
change.

The temple’s relief decoration is executed in a style very
similar to that of the king’s chapel in Dendereh, which might
implicate the same workmanship for both. The author does
not investigate this possibility much further.

III. The cult of Hathor, Lady of Dendereh, and the pantheon
of Mentuhotep (pp. 23-6)

A reconstruction of temple scenes indicates that “a cer-
emonial was celebrated with the king as protagonist, per-
forming rites of the handing over of royal power and the

%) In this light, especially when referring to the hitherto under-docu-
mented synchronous developments in the northern part of the country (p.
10, note 77), one may refer to: Zitman, M., (2010) The necropolis of
Assiut: a case study of local Egyptian funerary culture from the Old King-
dom to the end of the Middle Kingdom. OLA 180. Leuven: Peeters. For-
tuitously this publication also discloses previously unpublished material of
a.0. Schiaparelli in Turin’s Museo Egizio.

4) Formerly attributed to a king Mentuhotep II. Scholarly consensus
nowadays regards Mentuhotep I-III as one and the same person.
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Zms-tswy” (p. 23). With an estimated foundation after year
14, the king might have legitimized himself by means of a
zms-t3wy ritual, prior to the actual reunification. As such,
the temple was not solely dedicated to Hathor. Moreover, it
was dedicated to the king’s legitimation: providing him a
political platform.

1V. Hypothetical reconstruction of architecture and decora-
tion (pp. 27-31)

Only few fragments contain diagnostic architectural ele-
ments, i.e. cavetto cornice, torus moulding, corner-column
fragments and some upper and lower registers. Just 10 (!)
blocks were preserved intact. On-site, no remains bear wit-
ness of the building or its foundation, nor did Schiaparelli
leave any fieldwork documentation. The temple’s approxi-
mate dimensions are consequently determined by the recon-
struction of some of the scenes and their hypothetical, though
— based on comparisons — likely placement. Parallels are
presented by (near)contemporary temples, resulting in three
possible layouts (p.27). Only a front view with section of the
facade is given as figure 11 (p.31) and a side view (err: front
view) of the temple’s exterior with the arrangement of reg-
isters as figure 12 (p.32). Dimensions for a reconstruction are
calculated on p. 30.

— p. ix: List of Figures: no sources are cited for figs. 7-9.
— p. 28, fig. 7: caption Bark Temples differs from the cap-
tion given in the List of Figures (p. ix): Bark Shrines.

— p. 31, fig. 13. Diameter of Column CGT 7003/16 (= Suppl.
12082). The sketch lacks measurements, for which one has
to browse throngh the text: p. 31, diameter 12 cm. The
sketch neither indicates the position of (a) hieroglyphic
text-column(s); compare CGT 7003/16, p. 38-9.

— p. 32, fig. 12 is reproduced too small, rendering the recon-
structed scenes invisible. For larger reproductions, refer to
figs. 16 and 17.

— fig. 12 is placed on p. 32 and fig. 13 on p. 31. For the sake
of consistency, figure numbers might have been exchanged.

V. Catalogue (pp. 33-142)

All 280 relief fragments are catalogued and divided into 5
main categories, A-E:
A. Decoration of architectural elements (pp. 33-50)

1. Small corner columns
2. Cavetto cornice and torus moulding

3. Ceiling

B. Wall decoration: lower registers (pp. 50-70)
1.

Smiting of the enemy scene with procession of subjugated
peoples and personifications

2. Smiting of the enemy scene and temple foundation cere-
mony

3. Procession of the provinces

4. Fecundity figures or personifications

C. Wall decoration: middle and upper registers (pp. 71-117)

D. Wall decoration: lower registers with no context (pp.
117-121)

E. Wall decoration: documents without context (pp. 121-

131)

Each entry includes (systematically):

Inventory number; classification of blocks according to
architectural feature; dimensions; stone type; relief (type)
and/or paint; bibliography; description of decoration; note
and/or comment; line drawing (scale 1:5).

A note on catalogue numbers used:

CGT: General Turin Catalogue

Suppl.: Schiaparelli’s Inventario Manoscritto

Provv.: Provisional Cataloguing Turin

Cairo J.E. T.R.: Cairo Museum Journal d’entrée Temporary
Register

Gebelein: in-situ

Relief fragments are factually described. The majority of
fragmentary blocks are only briefly touched upon. A still
considerable number is thoroughly discussed, provided with
parallels and interpreted within a historical context. Obvi-
ously the prolixity of descriptions, interpretations, etc. is
highly dependent on a block’s state of preservation and pos-
sible leads it presents. One of the lengthier descriptions is
given for fragment Cairo J.E. T.R. 1/11/17/10 (pl. LIII), on
pp.- 57-61: representing a smiting of the enemies -scene
where the king, wearing his Upper Egyptian white crown, is
about to smite a Lybian enemy; the ‘Prince of Tehenu, Hed-
juash’.

The classical model of temple decoration includes the sov-
ereign with gods before the temple’s deity, foundation scenes
and ritual scenes. With regard to the political situation during
the FIP, the lower registers are of particular interest. These
include “typical temple scenes” with the procession of the
provinces, fecundity figures and smiting of the enemies, but
are presented as a historical “narrative” (see above). The
cavetto cornice, then, was inscribed with Nebhepetra Men-
tuhotep’s titles.

Cross-referencing between text (i.e. main text and cata-
logue) and plates, and between main text and catalogue is
difficult: the author refers to catalogue numbers without pro-
viding page (catalogue) or plate numbers. Figs. 14-26 are
disseminated over the catalogue, in between unnumbered
line drawings and difficult to distinguish from one another.
When the text refers to figures, the reader is consequently
forced to repeatedly browsing the catalogue. The List of Fig-
ures (p. ix) does not provide page numbers.

The line drawings are mere sketches. Perhaps suited for
receiving a general impression of the decoration’s subject
matter; they certainly do not substitute for, or add informa-
tion to the photographs. The inaccurateness is e.g. witnessed
on p. 111, CGT 7003/189 (= Suppl. 12295 + Provv. 3053);
compare photograph op pl. XXXV: blocks fit together phys-
ically, not as line drawings. Also, it is not always made
explicitly clear when a single drawing reproduces a block
from multiple angles, e.g. p. 67 CGT 7003/83; compare pho-
tograph on pl. XVIL.

— figs. 14-16: reconstructions are distributed over the cata-
logue, corresponding to the catalogue’s subdivision. This
certainly has its advantages. In favour of an overview,
however, it would perhaps be more convenient to have all
reconstructions assembled in one section.

— figs. 14-26: a genuine reconstruction, complementing the
gaps within the scenes, was not attempted. The compara-
tively few fitting blocks nevertheless emphasize the frag-
mentary state of the temple altogether — complicating any
reconstruction.
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— p. 53, fig. 15, printing of reproduction is of poor quality,
as if ink is missing throughout the image. Compare: Maro-
chetti 2005, fig. 2; clearer, but with somewhat fuzzy lines.

— pp. 134-42, figs. 27a,b,d, 30a,b, and 32 were scanned with
a low resolution from other publications, resulting in a
faint, though slightly disturbing checkerboard pattern cov-
ering the images.

Bibliography (pp.143-54)

— p- 150, r. col., read: Murnane, instead of: Murname
— p. 151, L. col.; the hieroglyphs in the title of George
Posener, in ZAS 83 (1958), 38-43, are faintly printed

and therefore hardly readable. Read: “HAMTSE e

NN

— p. 153, 1. col.: idem for the title in Spiegelberg, in ZAS 63

(1928), 153-4; hieroglyphs invisible. Read: “‘wn.r (@)
= Pathyris (Gebelén)”.

Plates

Quality of photographs is excellent and a majority of
blocks is provided with a scale. When comparing photo-
graphs of blocks from Turin and Cairo, the latter are of lesser
quality. For clearer photos of Cairo J.E. T.R. 24/5/28/5 on pl.
X1V, Cairo J.E. T.R. 1/11/17/9 on pl. XXXIX, and Cairo J.E.
T.R. 1/11/17/10 on pl. LIII (colour), one may consult
Habachi, in MDAIK 19 (1963), pl. XI; pl. X, and pl. XI (b/w)
respectively.’)

A selected number of reliefs are fortunately reproduced in
colour (pls. LI-LVII). A good example demonstrating added
value: pl. LVIL: CGT 7003/274 (= Suppl. 12204bis); a relief
fragment of a colourful Horus falcon executed with a keen
eye for detail. The finely executed bas-relief was subse-
quently crudely coloured by the ancient Egyptian artist,
obscuring any detail painstakingly chiselled by his colleague.

— pl. XXIV: photograph of CGT 7003/113 (=Provv. 3014)
is accidentally cropped on the right-hand side. Its corre-
sponding drawing on p. 85 clearly indicates a continuation
with the tip of a toe, and nail.

Despite a number of (minor) remarks, the reviewed publi-
cation without hesitation presents a valuable addition to lit-
erature on a number of subjects in Egyptology (see above).
Above all, it delivers a welcome contribution to the ongoing
debates on the course of events during the FIP. Also, the
publication of hitherto unpublished material from old exca-
vations can only be acclaimed. As a catalogue, the study
certainly achieved its goal. Fiore Marochetti has put much
effort in delineating a historical context beyond a factual
presentation of museum artefacts. Yet, one is left with a
sense that more would have been possible. The introduction
with a substantial historical context started promising. In ret-
rospect, much of this information could have been consid-
ered for a separate chapter. Other aspects, such as an archi-
tectural reconstruction (Chapter IV), are in contrast only
dealt with on the surface. The author could also have elabo-
rated on the putative historicity of events depicted. Even if

%) Habachi, L., (1963) ‘King Nebheperta Mentuhotp: His Monuments,
Place in History, Deification and Usual Representations in the Form of
Gods’, Mitteilungen des Deutschen Archdologischen Instituts Abteilung
Kairo 19, 16-52.

captions give the scene — and the events they recount — a
specific cast (as with the Lybian ‘Prince of Tehenu, Hed-
juash’), such representations are probably generic.®) And
there is the possibility of copying already existing scenes:
c.f. Neuserra, Pepi II and Taharqa copying Sahura’s tram-
pling a Lybian enemy. A discussion on issues concerning
e.g. (royal) display might have been expedient. The appro-
priation of traditional royal decorum prior to official re-uni-
fication certainly is an interesting issue in its own right.

Since in essence a catalogue, one should not judge it for
its lack of such ancillary “sidetracks”. These perhaps rather
reflect ideas or wishes of the reader, provoked by precisely
this study. It is therefore safe to say that this publication
provides a good incentive for further study.

Only one last remark: the selection for the publication’s
front cover of a winged Assyrian king is somewhat puzzling.

Nico STARING
Macquarie University

Sydney, July 2012

%) Baines, J., (2006) ‘Public Ceremonial Performance in Ancient Egypt:
Exclusion and Integration’, in T. Inomata and L.S. Coben (eds.) Archaeol-
ogy of Performance. Theaters of Power, Community, and Politics. Lanham
[etc.]: AltaMira Press.





